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| 7 Ze Reader is cf * to correct with bis Pen the falling 5 ” 
Forts of the Preſs. 


page 6. line 30. read concerning the Honour, Vernratien, 4 
Oc. of Saints and AGE might be diſcnfſed ; which was rea- 
2 kj agreed; 7 p. 22. J. 23 for Prudence read Providence. 5 
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St. Paul's in Thankſgiving for Succeſs in the ſame 
Campaign. Someching like this has lately *hap= 


pen'd, it ſeems, in this divided Metropolis. If we 


f hy: believe the Publiſher: of theſe onferences, or 

his Author, The Papi ts have, with their uſual 
Aſſurance, been vain enough to boaſt of a Tri- 

e umph.” Pref. I ſuppoſe he means vain enough to 


triumph, or boaſt of Conqueſt. And to let the 


World ſee that their worthy Adverſaries are reſolvꝰd 


not to be behind hand wich th them in that ken, 


| Blenders, it was not 1 an * 2 
2 Matter to know which Army was 

viccorious. Both the French and Eu-. 
2 3% Y 86 rejoiced at the Iſſue of the ſame 

Action; . Te Deum was ſung at Notre-dame and 
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I bope the publick will allow that 
Dealing are not confined to the Gentlemen of the 
reform d Religion. But the Reader is to © ſee the 
i mean 2 andd little Shittings of the Papiſts 
from one Thing to another, when preſs'd in an 
＋ Argument.“ Ihid. Mean Artifices and little 

Shiftings are what I deteſt, at leaſt as much as the 
Conference -monger, and am ready to condemn 
them wherever J find them. We ſhall ſee how well 
hike Wage is e Din? ſhe 2 or ra- 


ther 


1 


b affures his Readers, that © a more complete Vic- 
* tory could not be gain'd, than was at theſe two 
7 AE rings, ovVerathe. Vera: 1 -1 ot Truth. 4. Ibid. | 


2 {pc 12 I could ask a few 
hour the-Mpgring of this tat Adertion ; bu 
iſt n oy hack 


ndl As to boaſt 


| 12 2 never - encouraged any of his 


"of Fan to mention thoſe Maris. whatever = 
Opinion he might entertain of his own Succeſs in 
the Argument. OWhen, I 141d out my Six-pence for 
the — before me, I thought I had a Right 


5 T 


as well as the Compiler, ſhould be © ſatisfied it 
* was drawn up with all the Faithfulneſs and Can- 
1 * dour that becomes an honeſt Man and a Chri- 
| jan,” 1214. I cannet think any impartial Perſon | 
wi find the Narrative, as it ſtands, will juſtify the 
| Boaſtof a compleat Victory, or any thing like Vic- 
tory on the Proteſtant Side; but if it is made evi- 
dent to the judgment of all preſent at the Confe- 
rences, that many material Things are omitted, ſeve- 
ral miſtakes committed, and ſome very unfalt 


bun, and” impartial Narrative c 
e two Conferences, and that 


Treatment uſed by our ſtout 2 for An 
oneſty a ir 


1 


n particular, chat the CatholickGent- 
aden rhef greater Share i in both the 
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cher that ſomerhing 
tiſed by Perſons of a different Perſuaſion. 


A Romiſp Prieſt had objefted againſt ſome Pal 
ſages in Mr. Barker's introdudtory Declamation, 


called a Sermon; «particularly, that wherein he 


charges the Papiſts with having ſometimes called 


= the Pope, our Lord Ga the Pope; and that 


herein he aſſerted that the Roman Catholicks 
“ paid the ſame Worſhip to Angels that was due 
to the ſupreme God.” Conf. p. 5. Mr. Barker, 
with greater Propriety of Speech, had ſaid, which 
ce is due to God alone.” Serm. p. 12. The former 
Charge may be ſeen, ibid. p. 20. The Terms there 
uſed were new to the Prieſt ; who therefore inſſted 
on Vouchers to juſtify what he had aſſerted. This 
was neither ſtrange nor unreaſonable, ſince the 
Preacher had not produced or refer d to any Au- 
thority in his Diſcourſe at Salter s Hall. 
The zealous Proteſtant, however, full of implicit 
Faith in the Veracity of his Paſtor, engaged, under 
the Solemnity of a Wager, for the Appearance of 
the demanded Vouchers; and endeavour'd to ſe- 


cure Mr. Barker's Company at the enſuing Meet- 


Ing; but he, not having Notice of it, was not there. 
Conf. p. 5. © The Prieſt, however came and brought 
* another with him, | beſides ſome more Peopiſh. 
Friends.“ p. 5.6. Here it may not be amiſs co 
acquaint the Reader that the Perſon brought, and 
ſuppoſed a Prieſt, knew nothing of a Meeting till 

de was actually in the Houſe; and when he was 
conducted up Stairs was very much ſurpriſed to find 

a numerous Company aflembled. But on being aſ. 

ſured by his Friend, that he had nothing to appre- 
hend from them: That they were all Gentlemen - 
of Worth and Honour; and that nothing ſaid there 


would be mention'd out of tne Room, he fat down, 
with a Reſolution of hearing what paſs'd, or talk- 
ing in his Turn, as Occaſion ſhould offer. I very 


well 


very like this has been prac: 
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wuoell remember he was ſeated between two Gentle⸗ 
men; one of whom was by the Proteſtant Part of 
the Company called Dr. Hunt; the other Mri John- 
ſon, who by his Dreſs ſeem d a diſſenting Miniſter; 
but it ſeems Romiſh Priefts are not the ouly Per- 
ſons who appear here in Diſguiſe; for the Gentle- 
man laſt mention'd was, it ſeems, * a Divine ot 
the Church of England. I muſt own I am very 
much edified at that Spirit of Chriſtian Charity 
which prevail'd with the Church Divine to aſſiſt on 
ſuch an Occaſion, after two of the diſſenting Prea- 
chers f had handled the Succeſſion of Biſhops, and 
the Neceſſity of Epiſcopal Ordination, in a Man- 
ner which could not be very agrecable to one of his 
Communion. However, I ſhall, in the Courſe of theſe 
Pages, ſuppoſe the Fact; having too much Manners 
to queſtion the Writer's Credit in this Particular. 


ing for Mr. Barker's Youchers, which it was ex- 
pected would be ready, according to the Prcte- 
ſtant Gentleman's Promiſe; Dr. Hunt ſaid he would 
not undertake to anſwer for another Man's Aſſer- 
tions; but would endeavour to give Satisfaction on 
that Head in another Meeting. The Gentleman, 
who came with the Perſon, who had called for the 
aforeſaid Veuchers, declared it his Opinion, that 
the D's. Anſwer ought to be received as ſatisfac- 
tory : To which he added, That if any Point was 
to be then diſputed, Mr. Barker's other Charge 
concerning the Honour, Veneration, which of Saints 
and Angels might be diſcuſs d, Sc. was 10 
agreed; and Dr. Hunt and the Prieſt, as he is call'd, 
talk'd about half an Hour on that Subject. Aſter 
which the Catholick Gentleman, ſuppos'd by our 
Pamphletcer to be one of the ſame Character, was 


We are told in the News Papers, that it was Dr. Crow, 


Rector of Bibopſgate. | 
1 Mr. Chandler's Sermon, p. 42, and Mr. NeaTl's, p. TH" 
TAs „ - allows 


But to return; after ſome Time ſpent in call» 


with that Manner of Beginning. 33 
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allow'd to diſcourſe with the Dr. on the ſame: Que x 
The Doctor would have put him on ſhewing 


any one plain Text of Scripture, which recommends 


the Practice of Praying to Saints and Angels; but 
the Catholick Gentleman anſwering that it ſeemd 

more reaſonable to expect he ſhould ſhew from 

Scripture that the ſaid Practicè was clearly con- 


demn'd, as idolatrous or derogatory of the Honour 


due to God alone, the Doctor accepted the Propo-: | 
fal; and the whole Company appeared well ſatistied 


The Text firſt quoted, p. 6, There is one Media- 


tor between God and Man, the Man Chrift Feſus. 
1 Tim. ii. 5. To this the Gentleman did indeed 


reply, as is here related, There is but one Me- 
e diator of Redemption, but many of Interceſſionn 
and that © when we pray for others, we are their: 
« - Mediators of Interceſſon; not their Mediators or 
c Interceſſors, as the Writer phraſes it. A Di- 
ſtinction which is juſtifiable by the Expreſſions not 
only of ſome of the Primitive Fathers, but even by 
ſeveral learned Proteſtants. St. Gregory Nazianzen 
ſays, they mediate, or are Mediators with the Di- 
vinity. This is ſpoken of the Martyrs in Parti- 
cular. Aſterius, a holy Biſhop of Amaſea in Pon- 
tus, who lived at the Cloſe of the fourth Century, 
in his Oration, or Sermon on the Martyrs, makes 
no ſcruple of calling them ea, Mediators, 
in the fame Senſe : Other Authorities might be 
produced from Antiquity, to juſtify this Way of 


Speaking. But I promiſed to produce good Prote- 


ſtant Authority. The Profeſſion of Wittemberg may 
appear firſt; in which we find theſe remarkable 


* atoilevesTat Thc hegte, Orat: 6. Tom. . 5. 140. 


Words. 
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Words If: wp are to: (fink f & Minhiüror uf 
Prayer (or nrerct ion) ev 37 Man is the Me 
dintor- of others tak 7 Chriſh, Betanſs bur 
Dutyrrequires us to recommend one another gn 


Aan to God, | by: bis. Prayers. | Biſhop" Montague | 
_ fays; * I fond not 1 that they (che Saints) 
are, as gu common | expreſs it, ' Mediators" of 

Prayer ani Interceſſion: | 

his 'Freariſe on the . F Suinte, P 58. 

acknowledges: the Praftice ob: the Raman Church © 

dot h uut impair or in n the 14 0 firm, ani fuſt t 

Chri Fus, o 


Mediation, the peculia f 
appoint Teilen in bis Has, Aud iat i is: flilfe 


_ that 9 call upon Saints, a uiνẽSUuud t \belp hem. 
ibid. The Reader is deſired to pardon uhat max 
lool like a Digreſfion, but ſeems to me not ĩimpro- 
per „ „ e vas mæamt by. the Gentle- | 
; aun | "IE Dk 
Dr. Hum ſaid; If Wc 1 Abe þ 
& mand to: pray to- Angels, he: would" give up the 


© Cauſe? . Was this affair Demand, whentas 


| the Rzlator-owns, p. E. it hadibtewt* agread/tharthe = 
Doctor ſhould begin and charge it om them (the 
: Catholicks) as an unlawtul Practice? The Prieſt 

 <'therefore; as lie is here ſtited;; did not offer to 

dd it!“ No, he was a fair Difpurant; andreſolved 


do contimie on th Deſenſitez as: he ar, ore 


the Conſent! of the whole Company: ©) - 


But we are told, Conti pin, chat the Deftor'p ro- 
4 cecled to ſbem the Reach of thoſe words ofthe 
_ ©, Apoſtle; which! was chisꝶ thatit was the Cufioinob 
85 ben betore the Time of che Ne en 


810 . ene de eee! eue iis 


9 pins factus e ft alterius Mediator, per Jeſum Cbri 7 von Prop- 


terea, quod officium, exigit, ut alter alterius Lalutem ecipus 
"xp See K N ir. de Ordine.” © M 
Non abnuerim illos e eſſe orationis 2 interceſſionis a 


« dreſs” 


cs Mediatores. Anti Diatrib. Þ19- col. 2 


fame: Author in 
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N ce dreſs benni to Jupiter as the ſupreme God, 


« by inferior: Deities, or Angels, &c. this being 
cc the Practice of the Heathens at that Time, the 


A poſtle dire&ts the Chriſtians how they thould ad- 
«, dreſs themſelves to the fupreme Being, and that 


* was but by one Mediator, excluſive of all others, 


EE, ee that the Heathens did ſo highly reſpect; and 
© therefore this was a plain Proof that Chriſtians 
were to uſe no other Mediator than Chriſt alone 


for Interceſſion, as well as Redemption.“ 
1 do remember that the Doctor gave this Ex- 


3 of the Text under Conſideration, as it 
appears in the Pamphlet. But certainly it is a 


very odd one. In the foregoing Verſes of the 
Chapter, Timothy is exhorted to take care that Sup- 
Plications, Prayers, and Interceſſions, and giving 


Thanks be made for all Men, &c. as a Thing good 
and profitable in the Sight of God And then _ | 
Apoſtle aſſigns this Reaſon :_ for there is one God, 


and one Mediator, &c, Which Words ſeem only 


to expreſs the unlimited Extent of our Saviours 
Mediation, who died for, and intercedes for all 

Nen; but by no means excludes what the Gentle- 
man calld a Mediation of Interceſſon by Saints 
and Angels through Feſts Cbriſt. As to the Pa- 
rallel deligned between the Practice of the Pagans 


and Catholicks in this Point, it is a Calumny 


grounded on a wilful Miſtake of the Doctrine and 
Practice of both the Heathens and Catholicks. I 
ſhould take up too much of my Reader's Time, if 

I ſhould enlarge on this Queſtion; and only prove 
at laſt what many of them already know and be- 


lieve. 1 ſhall therefore reier ſuch as are not full 


ſatisſied in this Point to Dr. Godden's Bock, enti- 


tuled, Catholicks no Idolaters, printed in 1672. 
Part. 3. Chap. 1. I ſhall only add, that it will 
be more than difficult to ſhew that the Heathens 


in their Derotions, or religious Worſhip, invoked 
| B 


the 


—— io — — C— 
— — — we 
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che inferi6r Deities à8 Interceſſts to Jipiter, as 
the ſupreme Gop. Each of their Gods and God- 
deſſes, as they ſtiled them, being ſuppoſed to pre- 
fide over particular Parts of the Creation, as Nep- 
| Fane over the Sea, &c. or over the Profeffors- of 
_ particular Arts and Sciences, as Mars was called 
the God of War, &c. they were invoked abſolute- 
ly; which every one knows, or mon ths know is not 
the Practice of Catholicks. Fe 5 
But it ſeems the Gentleman was not ſatisfied : 
with the Doctor's reply; and therefore asked this 
7 reaſonable Queſtion; © How dorh it appear to be 
8 * unlawful to pray to Angels?” (and Saints) Conf. 
p. 7. Io which the Church of Tagland Divine re- 
plied, „that it appeared ſo by many Texts, as 
Col. ii. x8. Let no Man begnile you (of jour” Res 
ard 9 with ( in ) a voluntary Hiumilit „, and Wor- 
ſhiping of Angels, intruding into thoſe Things, which IE. 
bio hath not 7% vainly puffed up in their (ly ] 
Dis) fleſpiy Mind. The Reader will obſerve how 8 
incorrectly this Text is quoted; and will perhaps 
thence be led to ſuſpect neither of the two Reverend 1 
Diſputants had a Hand in pening theſe Confe- | | 
' Fences. But we are told, which is true, that the = 
Gentleman required the Divine to proceed to the 
following Verſe; which he did, and repeated theſe 
Words, Net holding the Head, viz. Chriſt. Where 
upon the Gentleman obſerved that Text could not 
affe& the Veneration paid by Catholicks to An- 
gels; becauſe only ſuch a Veneration for them is 
dere condemn'd as is inconſiſtent with the Head. 
ſhip of Chriſt; and that the Practice of the Church 
of Rome was of that Sort, remained to be proved. 
But the Divine very judicioifly replies : © No do 
« by your Practice of praying to Angels virtually 
4 renounce or deny the Headſhip of Chriff. _— 
For he is N. Nang to be a Mediator, he is ſuffi- 
eee 


— 


| 3 i — 
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n 


© cient to be a Mediator, and there is no need of 
= Application to any other. 4 Conf. Pag. 8. 


Gol * 


I believe every one will eaſily perceive this can- 


| not be the Reply of a Divine; but the Author of 
the Pamphlet aſſures us it is; whereby he does him 
no great Honour. Virtually renounce, &c. I deſy 
any Man to tell what can be meant by theſe 
words; and with what Honeſty, or common Senſe, 
Papiſts can be ſaid virtually to renounce the Head- 


ſbip of Chrift, when all their Prayers end with 


through Teſus Chr ift our Lord, &c. The Council 
of Trent has taken particular Care to explain the 
Sentiments of the Catholick Church on this Head, 


when it ſays: * It is good and uſeful to invoke 


"6 them, (the Saints ; and the ſame holds good in Re- 


gard to Angels) and have recourſe to their Prayers, 


Help and Aſfifance for obtaining Favours from Go, 

| through Feſus Chriſt our Lord, who is our only Re- 
Aeemer and Saviour. J have already ſpoken of the 
 Mediatorial Office of Fe/us Chriſt. It remains 
only that I obſerve the Queſtion is here quite al- 
| tered. There is noneed of Application to another, ſays 
the Divine. Neither the Catholick Gentleman, 
nor the Council of Trent ever ſaid there was. It 
is good and uſeful, Ec, ſays the Council; and only 

_ denies ſuch Invocation to be Idolatry f. And we 
are ready to own there is but one neceſſary Media- 
tor even of Interceſſion; but one, who can have 


immediate acceſs ro Gov for us. 


As the Text laſt urged is uſually brought as the 


moſt direct and formal againſt the Catholick Vene- 
ration of Angels, though, as I have thewn, with 
no tolerable Jaſtice, I intreat my Reader's Pa- 


Honum atque utile eſſe ſupplicitey eos invocare: & ob bene- 
ficia impetranda a Deo per flium e jus, Jeſum Chriſtum Domi- 
num noſtrum, qui ſolus noſter Redemptor & ſalvator eſt, ad eo- 
rum orationes, qpem, auxiliumque confuger e. Sell. xxv. De- 
| 7 2 | 5 clence 
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7 Phrygia. 
1 & Angelici was, under a Shew of Humility, that Go 


(if ) 


tience a few Moments, while 1 tell kim what ſort 


of Angel-Worſhip ſeems here condemn'd by the 
Apoſtle. Firſt then, it ſeems from Verſe 15. of this 
Chapter that St. Paul here ſpeaks literally of the 
bad Angels, under the Appellations of Principali- 
ties and Powers, whom he had ſpoil'd ; if ſo, n 
Text alledged is wide of the Purpoſe. 


Bur ſecondly, it ought to be obſerved that in . 


WM Pauls Time, the Platoniſts, as St. Auguſtin tells 


us, De Civit. Dei. lib. 8. cap. 12, 17, 18, ſacri- 


ficed to ſeveral Gods, Genii, and Demons, and 


gave them other Divine Honours, whom they con- 
11der'd as neceſſary Mediators ; which is far from 


our Practice. Laſtly, Dr. Hammond, a good Prote- 
ſtant Commentator, makes no Application of this 


Text to the Practice of the Church of Rome; 


from which we may be allowed to preſume neither 


his Learning nor Honeſty would allow him to ſee 
the words of St. Paul in the leaſt affected the pre- 
ſent Queſtion. He explains it of the Gnofticks. 
lt is known, fays he, how great a Part of their 
< Theology was made up of their Conceits Concern- 
* jng the Angels. — This Sort of Men are ſaid to 
1 have continued long in Piſidia, and Phryzia'; 


* and therefore to have been forbidden by Canon 
c jn the Council of Laodicea, the chief City of 
The Hereſy of. theſe Angelitæ, or 


* was to be looked on with Reverence, as inviſible 


« and inacceſſible, and to be ſued to by the Inter- 
© ceflion and Mediation of Angels; firſt by the 


lower, then the higher, till at laſt the Requeſt 


vas preſented to Gop himſelf.” 


Well; but we are not to. come off . The 


Divine has another Text ready. When John ſell 
e down before the Angel to worſhip, the Angel 
4 ſaid: See thou do it not; for Tam of thy Brethren 
| 92 * the Prophets; wworjip Gov. Here it was ask d, 


« wherher 


A, x, TE ITS as <<" ww 


lh: 


„AMhether all religious Worſhip is forbid , by 


this Place, being paid to Angels. This, conti- 


e nued the Gentleman, proves too much; for by 


«this you are not to bow to any Man, nor if you 
have to do with the King to bend your Knee to 


« him; for according to your Expoſition, this is 
* forbid.” Conf. p. 8. By the Way, no Expoſi- 
tion of the Text is mention'd ; ſo that the Reader 
is left to gueſs at the Matter. But © the Church 
“Divine anſwer' d; Sir, it is religious Worſhip that 


is forbid, not civil Worſhip or Reſpect to fellow w- 
* Creatures.” Ibid. The Worſhip that the Apo- 
_ © {tle was going to pay, was ſuch as is due to Go 
only.“ Ibid. Every Man ſees at firſt Sight, that 
here is nothing like an Argument, and nothing 
more than two bold Aſſertions, viz. That religious 
Worſhip 1s forbid to be paid to Angels: And that 
St. John was going to pay a Worſhip to the Angel, 
which was due to Gop alone. We are not told 
what Anſwer the Catholick Gentleman gave to theſe 
Aſſertions; but I think he was not quite ſilent. 
However, ſince the Divine's Words are publiſhed, 
he will not, I hope, take it amiſs if I fay a few 
Words to them. Religious Worſhip, he ſays, is here 
forbid, not civil Worſhip, Ec. 1 am glad to find by 
this Diſtinction that ſome Reſpe& due to a Crea- 
ture may be called Worſhip. Bur, religious and 
divine Worſhip are here confounded, and taken as 
Terms ſynonimous; whereas, though all divine 
' Worſhip is indeed religious Worſhip ; yet, when 
the Words are rightly underſtood, all religious 
Worſhip is not divine Worſhip. The Veneration 
paid to Saints and Angels being grounded not on 


any civil or temporal Conſideration, but only on 


Principles of Religion, and on Account of the ſu- 
pernatural Excellency of Grace and Glory, with 
which they are inveſted by GoD, may innocently 


be called religious Honour, To diſpute whether we 


are 


< on his Face, &c. 5 
Fs acknowledge my Senſe of ſo bleſſed a News and 
MN'eſſenger. Bur, when I did fo, he bid me for- 


J 
gre Tound to Honqur the Saints or not, ſays Mr. 


Thorndike, were to diſpute whether we are to be 
Chriſtians ; and whether this be religious or civil, o- 
thing but the Equivocation of Words makes diſputa- 

ble; and the Cauſe of that Equivocation, the Want 


of Words. Epil. par. 3. p. 353. 


1 4 * 


Naoy to the other Aſſertion. T he Worſhip that 
_ the Apoſtle was going to pay was ſuch, as is only 


no Catholick holds that divine Honour is to be 
paid to Angels. St. Auguſtin indeed was of 


. 


Opinion, that the Angel appear d in ſuch a Manner 
that be might have been ador'd as Gop. T here- 
fore the Adorer was to he corrected. Queſt. 61. in 
Gen. Tho' Dr. Hammond ſeems not to ſuſpect this; 
for thus he paraphraſes, Revel. xix. 10. © Andthe Joy 
of this News ſo tranſported me, that, as Abraham 


for the Joy of the good News, Gen. xvii. 17. fell 
10 J could not but fall down to 


bear; for, faith he, I am no more honourably em- 


© employ by Chriſt than thou art, I am now a 
9 — to make known this Prophecy to thee 


K of the Converſion of Emperors, Sc. to the Gol- 
* pel; and thou and ſuch as thou, Apoſtles of 


< Chriſt, are Embaſſadors of as honourable News 

< as this. Let God have the Praiſe of all. 
No other Part of Scripture was cited, ſays 
e my Author, only thou ſhalt worſhip the Lord thy 
ccd, and him only ſhalt thou ſerve.” Conf. p. 8. 
To which he tells us no Objection was made. He 


means, no Anſwer to the Objection ſuppoſed to be 
implied in the Text againſt Veneration of Saints 
and Angels. But as the Catholick Gentleman, and 


all of his Communion deteſt the Thought of ſerv- 


ing any Creature, as GoD, no Reply is neceſſary 
till that Charge is proved againſt them, 


— = | eee er 


( 


Fey then ſlipt off into another Branch of Con: 
* rtoverſy, which was concerning the Authority of 
the Scriptures, or the Reaſons Proteſtants had to 


* receive them as the Word of God.“ Ii. It I 


_ miſtake not, hete are two different Branches of 


Controverſy. But to proceed: © Dr. Hunt ſaid, 
6“ his Reaſons were of two Sorts, internal and exter- 


_ *'nal.” Here I muſt beg Leave to remind the 
Writer of a ſmall Miſtake. Dr. Hunt mention'd 


only internal Evidence. To which it was replied, 


that if internal Evidence, i. e. Purity of Morality, 
and Excellency of Precepts, was of itſelf ſufficient 


to recommend a Book or Number of Books, as di- 


vinely inſpired, the Writings of ſeveral antient 
Philoſophers might be received as ſuch. Theſe, as 
well as I can recolle&, were the very Words uſed by 

the Gentleman. Inſtead of which the Pamphleteer, 


by an egregious Blunder, is pleas'd to make him 


ſay: © We have nothing to do with internal Re. 
* velation; the very Pagans have pretended to 
e that,” Which is evidently a very different Que- 
ſtion. After the Qbſervation above mention'd, the 
Doctor's Second added the Term External Ei- 
dence. We are told, Conf. p. 9. that the Catholick 
inſiſted on his Antagoniſt's going on external Evi-z, 
dence; and that he perform'd it in the following 


Manner. The Scripture, ſaid he, did foretel 


„ many Things to be fulfill'd in after- times, which 
c e have an Account of the Accompliſhment of 
*in later times.” Conf. p. 9. So far relates on- 

ly to the Prophetical Parts of the holy Seriptures; 
but even the Completion of Predictions is no cer- 
tain Evidence that the Author of them was inſpi- 
red or divinely aſſiſted in all he wrote. 


The Scriptures, continued the Dr. that con- 
© tain theſe Things were diſperſed abroad into ma- 
«ny Hands, and deliver'd down from Age to Age 
add certain Veriries.” 1bid. Here now Was «fa 


(16) 


Conceſſion of the Neceſſity of Tradition; and the 
_ Catholick Diſputant, did not fail obſerving that 
the Dr. admitted it in very plain Terms. Ibid. 
But this was too great an Advantage to be allow'd, 
without ſome Reſerve or Diſtinction: So I muſt, 
© according to the Neceſſity of the Caſe, anſwer d 
& the Doctor; but not — i barely to the Tradi- 
e tion of any Church. But theſe Scriptures' were 
* ſcatter'd up and down in many Countries, and 
te ſo handed down to later Ages; which when we 
* examine, and find them agree with what appears 
te reaſonable for us to ſuppoſe the Mind and Will 
c of this good and holy Being, that we conceive 
© Go to be; that gives us ſufficient Grounds. to 


believe they are his Word“ What a firange 


Medley is here! Firſt, Tradition i is to be admit- 
ted, as the Caſe requires. So far it is owned ne- 
ceſlary. But then not barely the Tradition of _ any 
Church. What is the Meaning ot this Exception? 


And what doth the Doctor underſtand, or think 


Catholicks underſtand by Tradition in this Caſe? 


Dr. Co/ins ſhall tell hos what that Word implies, 1 


and what Credit is due to Tradition. For the par- 
ticular and juſt Number of ſuch Books (of Scrip- 
ture) we kave no better, nor no other external Rule 
or Euide, than the conſtant Voice of the Catholick, 
or univerſal Church, as it has been delivered to us 
on Record, from one Generation to another. Scho- 
laſtical Hiſtory of the Canon 4 Scrrpture, Chap. i. 

Sect. 8. Edit. Lond. 1672. But the Doctor ſeems 
to repent of coming to Tradition at all; and there- 
fore recurs at laſt to internal Evidence, or at. leaſt 
would inſinnate that it ought to be the dernier Re- 
ſort for judging what is, and what is not Scrip- 
ture; for if what is call'd ſo appear reaſonable for 
4s to ſuppoſe; Ec. I beg Pardon of the Doctor's 
Admirer, when I fay this opens a Door to Deiſm ; 
and leaves every one at full Liberty to receive or 
reject 


ia ſponſo [uo in omnibus auſcultare tenetur. Proleg. v. Sect. 5 | 
EFT ”C and 


- 


reje&t any Part of, or the whole Scripture, as it ap- 


pears to him reaſonable, or not to be ſuppoſed the 


Mind and Will of God; notwithſtanding the beſt 
and ſtrongeſt Moral and external Evidence tor its 
divine Authority, I do not charge the Doctor 
with all the Conſequences of this looſe Doctrine; 


but we too well know that our modern Wits have 


ſet up on the fame Principle, and boldly pronoun- 


ced ſeveral hiſtorical and other Parts of Holy Writ, 


| Ws. falſe, abiurd, and unworthy of Goo. 


585.08 


hen they tell into Diſcourſe, ſays my ingeni- 


e ous Author about the Plainneſs of Scripture, and 
ee the Manner of its being interpreted by private 
e Perſons.” Ii. With all due Submiſſion, the 
Queſtion propoſed by the Catholick Gentleman, 
Was preciſely this: Since it has, in ſome meaſure, 
been allow'd, that the Number and Quality of ca- 
nonical Books is known by the Teſtimony of the 
Church; doth it nat belong to the ſame illuſtrious 
and creditable Society to ſettle and deliver the true 
Senſe of thoſe ſacred Oracles? Dr. Walton, a lear- 
ned and judicious Divine of the Church of England 
ſays, * The Word of GoD goes not properly con ſiſt in 
bare Letters either written or printed, but in the trus 
Senſe of the Words; which no one can better explain 


than the true Church, to which Chrift has commit- 
ted this ſacred Truſt. . . . For which' Reaſon all are, 


munder a ſevere Penalty, obliged to hear her Voice; as 
ſhe alſo ought in all I hings to liſten to her Spoilſe. 


The Catholick Gentleman back'd his Queſtion 


with this Obſervation: That the Scriptures were 
- written in Languages, at preſent unknown to much 


the greateſt Part of Mankind ; and though the Dr. 


Verbum Dei non in literis, ſive ſeriptis ſive impreſſis, ſed in 


vero verborum ſenſu proprie conſiſtit; quem nemo melius explicare 
pote ſt, quam eccleſia vera, cui ſacrum hoc depoſitum commiſtt . . . 


Unde ejus vocem omnes, ſub gravi pena, audire tenentur, ut & 
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and he might be capable of interpreting them lite- 


rally, or ſhould undertake to fix a Senſe on ſome 
Texts, according to the beſt of their own private 
Judgments; as they would probably differ, and 
ſometimes even contradict one another in ſuch Ex- 
_ plication, there ought to be ſome judge tor mak- 
ing the Scriptures a fix d and uniform Rule. This, 
lam = poſitive, was the Subſtance of what the 
Gentleman faid ; and it is evident that it 
naturally follows what he had ſaid concerning the 
Neceſſity of Tradition for fixing the Canon of 
Scripture. But he is made to ſpeak in a Manner 
quite beſide the Queſtion: He obſerv'd, ſays our 
_ © hoaeſt Writer, that they (the Scriptures) were 
© wrote at firſt in the learned Languages, and 
ce therefore ſeem'd to be deſignꝰd tobe kept from the 
_ © common People.” IJbid. This is indeed a pretty 
_ political Fetch, to make a Man talk Nonſenſe and 
lmpertinence, only that he may the more eaſily be 
_ anſwer'd. But, as J ſincerely believe the Gentle- 
man, who obliges the Public with this honeſt, can- 
did and faithful Narrative, to be a true conſiſtent 
_ Proteſtant, this can by no Means be term'd a mean 
Popiſh Artifice. So far was that Gentleman from 
ever deſigning to aſſert that the holy Scriptures 
Were to be kept up from the common People, that, 
to my certain Knowledge, he wou'd be extreamly 
glad to fee good Tranſlations of them in all the vul- 
gar Languages in Chriſtendom ; and would only 
have the Laity forbear interpreting them according 
to their own private Whims and Fancies; which 
| would ſoon make them no certain Rule in Regard to 
any one Article of Faith. We are all ſenſible 


what a bleſſed Effect the unlimited Liberty of pri- 


rate Interpretations has produced among us. So 


that the Reaſon of the Thing holds good, though 


the Text alledged by the Catholick from St. Peter, 


ee ere 


(2 Ep. i. 20.) vis, No Scripture is of any private 


* * 


Interpretation, be to the Purpoſe or not. 


Dr. Hunt obſerved, that the Word (eriỹ) 
which is render'd Interpretation in that Text, re- 
fers to the Action of ſtarting for a Race; ſo that 
* thoſe Prophets who ſet out in their own private 
_ < Spirit contrary to the Rule of Gop, went out 
in an unlawful Way,” Ec. Conf. p. 10. This the 
Doctor muſt have ſupplied ſince; for he neither 
mention d the Greek Word at that Time, nor gave 
a full Account of its Meaning. In our Lexicous it 
s interpreted by ſolutio, explicatio, and that on the 
Authority of Sidas; as eritwlines is by explicandi, 
e nodoſas quaftiones ſolvendi peritus, 1 e. one who 
has a good Talent for explaining and ſolving difficult 
Olie tions. Ard one Manuſcript reads 19) vows 
% „ 


The next Text produced on this Occaſion was 
2 Pet. iii. 15, 16. Our beloved Brother Paul, accord- 
ing to the Wiſdom given unto him, hath written unto 
us all his Epiſtles; wherein there are ſome T hings 
hard to be unllerſtood, which the unlearned and un- 
ſtable wreſt as they do other Scriptures to their own _ 
Deſtruction. From which Words our Writer, ei- 
ther for want of Memory, or ſomething worſe, tells 
us the Catholic Gentleman infer'd “ That it was 
ce dangerous for ignorant and unſtable Perſons to be 
* entruſted with the Scriptures, becauſe they wonld 
« get Hurt rather than good thereby.” It is cer- 
tainly Charity not to traſt any one with what will 
do them more Harm than Good. Bur, I repeat it, 
the queſtion turn'd only on private Interpretation; 
and 1t 1s certain that the Arians, and other He- 
reticks pretended to ſupport their erroneous Tenets 
by plain Texts of Scripture ; and were condemn'd 
as ſuch, becauſe they took the Liberty of fixing their 
_ own Senſes on the Words, contrary to that of the 
Catholick Church. The Doctor, however, as here 
N F | | C 2 repre- | 


a 


repreſented, inſtead of an Anſwer, favour'd the 
Company with the Meaning ot the Words unlearned 
and unſtable; which though far from exact, I ſhall 


. 


paſs by. But I cannot forbear taking Notice ot a 
riellen made by the Doctor, concerning the 
Words in which (not wherein, as it is here ſet , 
down.) He obſerv'd that the Greek reads « 6-5 not 
ꝛ &is, ſo that they could not refer to Epiſcles, which 
is of a different Gender; but was not ſo good as to 
tell us to what they did refer. I imagine he meant 
to the great Events mention'd in the preceding Ver- 
ſes. But is it not more probable that « die, in 
_ which (Epiſtles) as it ſtands in the Alexandrin 
Manuſcript, 1s the true Reading, ſince Mention 1s 
made of other Scriptures in the ſame Text? 
JI To return to our Narrative; The Church Di- 
c vine ſaid, that People of all Serts were exhorted 
by Chriſt to ſearcli the Scriptures.” p. 9, 11. If 
he did ſay this from St. Fohn v. 39, to which Text 
I ſuppoſe he alluded, I will venture to ſay his Af 
ſertion was not ſtrictly true, nor in the leaſt to the 
becauts our Saviour 1s there 
| ſpeaking to the cus only, and concerning the Teſ- 
timony which the Prophets gave concerning the 
| Meſſiah; and they are they which teſtify of me. 
Not to the Purpoſe ; becauſe, as has been before 


Purpoſe. Not true; 


obſerved, the Queſtion in Diſpute was nat concern- 


ing the Liberty of reading or ſearching the Scrip- 


tures, but the Liberty of private Interpretation. 


Jo which it may be added, that the Word in the 
Original (pepe) may be either render d you 
do Meek or ſearch ; and conſequently no conclu- 
five Argument can be brought f 
it is agreed, whether it is to be taken in the indi- 


cative or imperative Mood. 


The Catholick Gentleman's Anſwer, that this 
Command (if it be one) could relate only to the 
Books of the Qld Teſtament, no other ag 
5 e J 


rom the Text, till 


being the extant, is certainly true, *The Parity of 

Reaſon for ſearching all we are perſuaded in the 
Mord of God, is not denied; but ſearching and ex- 
plaining are not ſynonymous Terms. It was ob- 


ſerved, in the laſt Place, that © the Bereans are 

© commended for ſearching the Scriptures, to ſee if 

the Things preached by the Apoſtle were fo or 
© not.” They were juſtly commended for this Prac- 


rice; but it ſhould” be obſerved, that this Euquiry 


was employed only on the Prophecies relating to 
the Meſiah; which were fo clear and expreſs in 
Favour of our Saviour's Claim to that Character, 
that we are all ready to pronounce the Fews Inex- _ 


cuſably obſtinate in their rejecking him. 


.* Thus ended the firſt Conference; and the Church 
Divine told the Company, it was his Opinion that 
all that could be ſaid on both Sides, had been ſaid. 
The Catholick Gentleman agreed with him. The 
Ferſon firſt mention'd did then, in a very civil and 
genteel Manner deſire ſome Diſcourſe on Tranſub- 
fantiation. To which it was as civilly replied the 
Time of Night would not allow it. The Company 
then deſired that might be the Subject of another 


Conference, which was agreed. 


Here follows a Copy of 4 long Letter, ſaid to be 
ſent by a Gentleman, who was preſent at both Con- 
ferences to one of the Prieſis ſome few Days after, 

which the Compiler of the Narrative thinks may 
not be improper to be inſerted. That worthy Gentle- 
man muſt excuſe me, if I do not think it proper to 

tanke any Notice of it at preſent, for two Reaſons. 


_ Firſt, Becauſe on Enquiry I am aſſured that no 


1 Letter has been received by either of the Prieſts, 
as they are ſtiled: Secondly, Becauſe my De- 


gn being only to examine the Conferences them- 
{ 


ves, the confuſed Heap of Mittakes, Ca- 


. lumny, and Impertinence, which appears in the 
laid Letter, would carry me too far out of the Way. 
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I be ſecond was open'd with the Demand of Mr. 


Barker's Vouchers; to which Dr. Hunt anſwerd, 


that the Preacher had told him that Morning, © he 
„ had Vouchers for what he ſaid, and would pro- 
duce them at a convenient Time, when called 


te for.” p. 16. This was by ſome look'd on as an 


Evaſion; or at leaſt the Reſult of an Apprehenſion, 
that the Aſſertion was not founded on Authority 
ſiufficient for charging the Ronnſb Church with that 
Expreſſion, as her common and general Language. 
For, as the Sentence ſtands in Mr. Barker's famous 


Harangue, any of his Hearers would naturally un- 


derſtand him, as ſpeaking of the Papiſts in general. 
© As the Succeſſor of St. Peter, ſays that accurate 


© Gentleman, the Pope is accordingly called his 


e Holineſs, the Sovereign Pontiff, our moſt holy 


e Lord the Pope, and ſometimes our Lord God 
« the Pope,” Ec. p. 20. But how 1s this black 


Accuſation made good? Why a Gentleman © pulls 
out a Book, wrote by the Biſhop of Lincoln, in 
4 1678, in which the Words were aſſerted to be 
4 quoted from a Popiſ Book call'd Clementine Ca- 
< nous, or Epiſtles.” Ibid, This was not allowed 
good: Authority, nn 97 1 ies nag ores 
Hut, ſee how Prudence favours the good old Canſe ! / 
« At this Time a certain Gentleman came into the 

© Room, who was told what the Company was 

© then upon.” p. 17. I am not here to enquire who 
that certain Gentleman was, or What lucky Acci- 
dent brought him thither ar that critical Juncture, 1 
ſhall keep my Suſpicions to my ſelf. He under- 
took, however, to juſtify the Charge by Extracts, 
he had brought with him, wherein © the ſame Ti- 
tles are given to Pope John XXII, and Pope 


© Gregory XIII. and that they were in Pieces dedi- 


© cated to the Popes, and no where excepted againſt, 


that he knew of, by the Roman Church, Ec. 


pear 


14 IL 0Þ ) 
pear. fatisfaCtory ; to the Catholicks then preſent; 4 


and I ſhould. 25 with good Reaſon too. They 
were complaiſant enough not to diſpute the certain 


Gentleman's Fidelity in making his curious Extracts; 
but declared their Diſlike of ſuch extravagant Flou- 


riſhes of Court Rhetorick, wherever they might be 
found. They only inſiſted, that the extravagant 


Expreſſions of particular Men, of what Rank or 


Dignity ſoever, were not chargeable on the Church 
in Commanion with the See of Rome. They were 


© no where excepted againſt, as he knew of, by the 
Roman Church.” It by the Roman Church be 


meant the whole Body of Catholicks, he knows 


much the greater Part of them are unacquainted 25 
with thoſe F lights. I aſſure him, for my own Part, 
I was an utter Stranger to them, till he was pleas'd 
to let me into the Secret. Bur if by the Roman 
Church not excepting againſt them, he means they 


have not been condemn'd in a general Council; it 
is true, but nothing to the Purpoſe: For they con- 
tain no Doctrine, nor have any Relation to Church 
Diſcipline, which are the only Subjects on which a 
Council proceeds. And it would be almoſt as rea- 
ſonable to require a Convocation, or National Coun- 
cil ſhould convene to condemn Dr. Adam Littleton 
tor applying the Terms, Diva Majeſtas, Es Numen, 
to King Charles II. in his Dedication to his Dicti- 


onary; "and yet thoſe 'Terms are no where excepted 
againſt by any Proteſtant Church that Tknow of. As 


to Pope Vicholas's fine Reaſoning concerning his 


_ pretended Power in Temporals, it ſhall be allow'd 
as ridiculous and abſurd as the Gentleman pleaſes; - 


but will do him no Service. 
This important Diſpute took up, at leaſt, as 


much Time as it deſerved; and the Company called 


for the Queſtion to be debated that Evening. Bur 


before I proceed I muſt let my Readers know that 


the Company had agreed, and ſeriouſſy promiſed 
that 
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that the 


mance, lets us know there were twenty Perſons at 


the firſt Conference, and thirty at the ſecond. That 
able Hiſtorian may remember likewiſe, that the 
Catholick Diſputant enquired for the Divine, who 
had invited him; thinking he had good Reaſon to 
expect ſo fair a Challenger would not fail coming: 
That he was told the Gentleman was very much 


indiſpoſed; for which he took their Word very ck 
villy, and then turn'd to Dr. Hunt, deſiring him to 
ſupply his Place. The Appearance of Mr. Chand- 
ler, who paſſes among ſome of the Diſſenters for a 
very confiderable Perſon, and ſome other Circum- 
ſtances induce me to ſuſpect they thought they had 


no deſpicable Antagoniſt to engage. 
— Dr. Smith, a Phyſician, 

Wouas choſen Chairman. I hope he has thank'd the 
Author of the Narrative for telling the World, © he 
© perform'd the Office very well. p. 18. 
The Catholick Gentleman open'd the Contro- 
verſy with the Doctrine of the Council of Trent, 
and then read the Words of the Inſtitution of the 
Euchariſt: and called on Dr. Hunt to give his Rea- 
ſons for taking them in a figurative Senſe. After a 
ſhort Pauſe, and a long Diſcourſe, the Catholick 
Gentleman, being willing to proceed regularly and 
methodically, complain d that the Doctor © had 


cc mention'd ſo many Things, that he knew not 


here to begin.“ p. 20. Here the Chairman be- 
gan to exerciſe his Office, and“ very ſagely advis'd 


« him to take it in Order; ſo they began about the 
ce Sacrament being a Memorial or Repreſentation, 


ſame Perſons, and only the ſame, ſhould be 
preſent at the ſecond, as had appear d at the firſt 
Conference. How well this Agreement was obſer= 
ved by the Proteſtants is well known; for the bo- 
gt Relator, in a Note at the End of his Perfor- 
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tay. 


Pr Hunt had 8 ſome Ablurditice which 
he faid he conceived would neceflarily follow from 
1 literal Expoſtrion : He had faid there is a plain 
e Figure inreſpect'to the Cup; This Cup is the New 
0 7 Nament in my Blood, that the Relief of a real 5 
e Change, is contrary to Reaſon and the Teſti 
. & of our Senſes, p. 20. I am confident the Compas 
ny will do the Catholick Gentleman the juſtice 18 "I 
own he anſwer'd theſe terrible Objections in a Mana 


ner much more regular and diſtinet than our Me- 


morialiſt has repreſented; and that both they and 
he are injured by this imperfect and contuſed Rela- 
tion. He is made to ply, That it was a new In- 
& ſtitution; and therefore it became our Lord to be 


* very expreſs, in the Declaration ot the Terms 


* in that Inſtitution” Ibid. I am furpriſed he 
ſhould ptetend to ſay what it became God to do 5 
I think he is not commonly fo raſh and unguarded 
in his Expreſſions. | Beſides, the Queſtion does not 
turn on bei very expreſs in the Declaration of the 
Terms, Oc. tor both Parties, are agreed on the 
Terms, though they diſpute « the Senſe and Means | 
ing of them. 
But, why is not the Publick inform'd, that the 
Catholick Gentleman quoted theſe Words of our 
Saviour in Luke viii. 10. Unto ou it is given to 
know the Myſteries of the Kingdom of Gop; but ty 
: others (1 ſpeak) in Paddy | From which Text he 5 
reaſon'd thus: Jeſus Chrift makes a manifeſt Diſ- 
tinction between his Manner of ſpeaking to the 
Crouds of Fews, who follow'd him, either out of 


Curioſity or Malice, and that which he uſed to his 


Diſciples. I ſuppoſe his Apoſtles were of that 
Number. To the former he frequently ſpoke in 
Parables: To the latter he explain'd thoſe Parables. 
St. as Chap. v. 34 exprelly ſays, when they were 
alone, he expounded all Things to his Diſciples: 
This Difference being _—_— ; he asked whether it 

was 
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2 was probable that our Lord, when alone with this 
Apoſtles, and on the Point of quitting them, would 
have ſpoken to them in a figurative or metaphorical | 
Senſe, without the leaſt Hint of an Explanation? 
To this no direct Anſwer was given. Dr. Hunt's | 
_ pretended Parallel is ſuch as could not be expected 
from the Mouth of a Scholar and Teacher of the 
People. The Paſſover, ſays he, which was the 
« Angel's paſſing over the Houſes of the H raelites 
when he flew: the fitſt-born among the Egyptians, 
was the real Paſſover ; but when the Jews in 
e gfter-times eat the Paſchal Lamb in their own 
c Houſes, and their Children did ask them, what 
„ mean you by this Service? Exod. x11, 29, 27. They 
e were directed to ſay; T his is the Lord's e 5 
< though it only ſignified it to them.” p. 2 That 
1 Angels paſſing over the Houſes of the Aae 9 
Was the real Paſſover, is a notable Diſcovery, and 
truly worthy of a Doctor in Divinity. But uben 
ihe Jews in after-times did eat, &c. It was the Lord's 

| 3 agreed. But has the Doctor or his Ama 
nuenſis, forgot that the eating of the Paſchal Lamb 
- was originally an Inſtitution of a bare Memorial of 

the Angels paſſing over, Sc. and, as ſuch was as 
truly the Lord's Paſſover ih alter- times, as at the 
Ar Inſtitution? It ſo, what is all this to the Pur- 
poſe; ſince the Point in Diſpute is whether the Eu- 

Chariſt be a bare Memorial, or Figure of Chriſt's 
Death or Body ? This in a ſmall Logician would be | 


(26) 


termed begging the Queſtion. _ 
The Prieſt, as he is called, muſt talk ſillily; or 


| there would be no Sport. Let us hear what 1 5 3 
made to ſay by his Proteſtant Prompter. As to 
« your expreſſing Things figuratively, why do you 
© got expound in the Creed all the Paſſages figura- 
© tively, ſince you do that where it ſaith Chriſt is 
c aſcended, and firs down at the right Hand of 
3 r 72 P. 20. A wile 3 indeed! As to 


Chriſt's 
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Ihe Doctor 


Chbriſt's Aſcenſion, which is foiſted in, I know not 
how or why, I am perſuaded the Catholick Gen- 
tleman underſtands. that Article literally, and pre- 
ſume the Doctor does ſo too. But why in general 
Terms, as to your expreſſing | Things figuratively 
The Truth is, the Doctor had been pleas'd to ob- 
ſerve, Ibid. That This Cup is the New Teſtament 
in my Blood, was a plain Figure; from which he 
ſeem'd to infer that this is my Body, this is 25 h 
0 


Blood, were likewiſe figurative Expreſſions. 


_ this it was replied, that the Metaphor or Figure 
was in the wrong Place; and that no concluſive Ar- 


gument could be drawn from a Part to the whole. 


Thus, continued the Gentleman, the right Hand 
, the Father, in the Creed, is certainly a Meta- 
phor or Figure; but doth it thence follow that every, 
or any one other Article of the Creed is therefore 
metaphorical? n.. LS 


© might be the Shechinah, the Glory that uſed: to 


appear in Ol Teftament Times; and he did af- 
„ ſame to himſelf the Form of a Dove. But the 
Evangeliſt declares, that it was the Holy Ghoſt, 


* 


inſiſting on the Evidence of Senſe, 
was told that our Senſes could diſcern only the Ac- 
cidents not Subtance itſelt; and that no Change 
was effected in the Euchariſt in any proper Object 
of Senſe; The Catholick Gentleman added, that 
the Judgment, if it had follow'd, the Impreſſion of 
Senſe, would have been miſtaken at the Appearance 
of the Holy Ghoſt, immediately after over Lord's 
Baptiſm. Now we read that the Spirit of GoD de- 
{cended like a Dove, Matth. iii. 16. or, as St. Luke 
more ſtrongly expreſſes it, in a bodily Shape, like @ 
Dove, Chap. iii. 22. To this the Doctor is made 
to aſſert with his Antagoniſt, that their Senſes, (in 
the common way of Speaking) were deceived, and 
then very gravely ſubjoin that they were not. For 
what elſe can be meant by obſerving, that © this 


(48). Ts 
us e that 8 that Shape; - and ſo appearing in FRY 


p. 22. That is, in plain Engliſh, as they ſaw no- 


ching but the Form of a Dove; their judgment 
ſtood in need of ſome Correction or Information 
from Faith and Revaletion; and yet the judgment 
form d by the Impreſſion of Lale Was not erro- 
neous. 
Then the Doctor obſerved, " That i it was « led 


| © Bread three times by the Apoſtle (St. Paul) after 
2 Confecration.? True: but what follows from 


thence, that it remained the fame in Subſtance, 


Bead and Wine”: after the Oonſecrat ion. p. 20. 


A pleaſant Conſequence! Are the Words referr'd 
— ar Part of R 6. Form of Conſecration? If not, 
N are not to the Doctor's Furpoſe. The Catho- 
bk Gentleman obſerved, that it was no uncom- 
mon Thing to call what is changed by the Namg 
cot what it was before the Change; Thus, when our 
Saviour changed Water into Wine, it is called Va. 
ter atter the Change ge; and Aaron's Rod is ſaid ta 
5 have fwallow'd up the Rods of the Magicians, 
Which: it could not do as a Rod, but only as a Ser- 
pent, into which it was changed; ſo that, the Eu. - 
 charif being called Bread after the Conſecration 
eis no more a Real Proof that it was not tranſub- 77 
7 Pantiated by a Real Change, than that Aaron's 
© Rod was not changed into a Serpent, becauſe it 


© was called a Rod afterwards.” Dr. Hunt, 1 
| ſeems, was fo civil, as to attempt no Reply to this; 3 


except his owning © the Wine was called Water, 
e becauſe it was Water firſt,” p. 22. deſerves that 
Appellation; which was preciſely what the Ca- 


tbolick Gentleman had ſaid. The Doctor uſually 


© made fome Pauſe before he ſpoke; but at this 
time it being ſome what longer than ordinary, the 


Priel began to ſhew ſomewhat like a Triumph.“ 
5 5 The Reader will be apt to think there was 


#_ 


_  glonious Form, their Senſes were not deceived. 


ſome 


C 29 ) 
ſome Room for i it; and perhaps may Not change 


his Mind on an impartial View of tha, Remainder 
of this Conference. 


But the Catholick Semen i is not to come off 
Thus. The formidable Mr. Chandler ſteps forth, re- 
lieves the good Doctor, and allows him time to 


ſmoke his Pipe, p. 23. He roſe up to ſpeak; 
© hut the Prleſt interrupted r ery rude in- 


deed! © and appeal to the Chairman tolerablx 
_ civil! |— that he was to talk with one only at a 
Time, and not to two or three People together“ 
5p. 23. There would have been no need of this N 
ſtrance had Mr. Chairman performed his Office very 


well. Though, by the by, this was not the firſt 


Time Mr. Chandler broke in on the Diſpute. This 
| ſecond Champion begins with reſuming what his 

Predeceſſor had ſaiel concerning the - Paſſover ; 
but as that has been already ſufficiently anſwered, 
I - ſhall not trouble my Readers what his 


Flouriſhes on that Subject, or the Catholick's reply. 


Ihe Perſon laſt mentioned is repreſented as ſay- 


ins, This was a new Inſtitution, which was inſti- 


23 tuted by Chriſt himſelf, who was the Son of Goo; 
F ay dies he could do what ever he pleaſed 3 


To which it was very ſmartly replied, 


« © That God could not do ſome things — ſuch as 
© to lie, and deny himſelf, and to make Contra- 

© dictions to be true.” lid. Great News from 
the learned World! but a little unſeaſonable. 


Had Mr. Chandler condeſcended to prove, that 


Tranſallſtantiatiom was one of thoſe Things, which 
| Gop cannot do, it might have been ſomewhat to 


the Purpoſe. Biſhop Forbes ſays, *, It is a very 


dangerous and too bold Affertion of many, Proteſtants, 


that GO cannot ſubfrantiaily convert Bread into the 


Body 


* Aenne periculoſe, & nimis e negant multi Prote- 


ſtantes Deum poſſe Pane m ſubſtantialiter in Corpus Domini con- 


Zeltere. e enim ef 5 omni potens facere, ſupra 
captum 


F 


\ 


— + Wat IR ap gt ee ——  _— —— 
5 * 
» wu . * . . 
* At wt; * RY %* 


—ů an 4 


n 


Fe eB r . ACEC ER. Lobo. 4a” 3% Ow - the 


— — K ww" — C29 1 19900 — — o —— 4 
Fd , 
s * MR . on , 4 


(39) 


| Body of the "IF For, continues he, Alin by | 
Cop can do ſeveral Things, above the Ciception of 
all Men, and even of the Angels. There are certain- 
hy many Things which we all believe, which if hu- 
man Reaſon be conſulted, feem not leſs impoſſible, and 
to imply à no leſs manifeſt Contradiction than 
Tranſubtantiation itſelf. If Mr. Chandler is one of 
thoſe preſumptuous Proteftants, had not his Adver- 
, FHry ſome Reaſon to ay This is a bold way of | 
SK talking, to reſtrain s 
The Catholick Gentleman obſerved, that St. 
Pail fays, « He that eats and drinks unworthily 
* js guilty of the Body and Blood of the Lord, Ec. 


ower of Gov ?” p. 23. 


Conſequently by muſt be really preſent in the 


_ Sacrament. p 24. But Mr. Chandler had a Text 
ready: Feb. x. 45 Who hath trodden under Foot 
_ the Son of Gor, and hath counted the Blood of the 
Covenant, wwberewith he was ſanctiſied, an un holy 


hing. Now, ſaid he, in like manner, that one 


is ſaid to be guilty of the Body and Blood of 
. Chriſt, that takes it unworthily, ſo the other is 

charged with trampling under Foot the Blood of 

” the Son of Gop, though it was not his material 

© Blood, that he could trample under Foot; but 
ot) his deſpiſing that Blood in the Virtue and Effi- 


< eacy thereof. P. 24. I do not remember what 


aganſwer was made to 7910 7 or Whether the Catholic 
Gentleman was permitted to make any; for all the 
Company. muſt remember that Mr. Chandler, Who 
is a Perfon of a ready Utterance, and is bleſſed 


with ſome other pretty Qualifications for an Ora- 


tor, took the Liberty of pouring out fo profuſely, 
that he was deſired not to preach, but fit down and 5 


argue coolly and regularly, as his Antagonilt did. 


Baur, to make his Compariſon complear, He ſhould 


—eaptium omnium bominum, immo C Angelorum. Certe haud 


Farc credimus omnes, que fi ratio huntaha conſulatur, non mi- 


5 aus impoſſebilia ele A. ne dene De Fus hark- 
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have 
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have ſaid, as one is ſaid to be guilty of the Body and 


Blood of Chriſt, who takes the Euchariſt, (for he did 


not care for the Word Sacrament, becauſe not found 
in the Scripture) unworthily, which is ouly a Sign 


or Figure of Chriſt's Body and Blood; ſo; &c. which, 
however, would have been begging the Queſtion. - 

As to diſcerning the Lord's Body, if we believe 
<« him, that only Means that they received the Ele- 


© ments only in a common Way, Sc. Why the 
Elements? Here is another Slip of the fame 


Kind; and the Abſence of our Lord's Body is ſup- 
poſed again; which was the very Thing in Diſpute. 
But © the Corruption that was crept into the Church 
c of Corinth, even in the Apoſtle s Time was, that 
© they eat their own Supper, and one took and eat 
e before another, and drank and was drunken.” p. 
25. The Catholick obſerv'd that thoſe Exceſſes 
| were committed in the Meals which the firſt Chri- 
ſtians took before the Euchariſt, in Imitation of 
our Saviour's conſecrating it after Supper, but did 
not ſay thoſe Exceſſes, committed immediately be- 


fore receiving the Sacrament of our Lord's Supper, 


were no Abules, as our Author ſeems to inſinu- 
ate, p. 25. But I muſt own it is not eaſy to gueſs 
what the Relator would be at; and yet he is full 


as clear and intelligible in this Place, as the Pro- 


teſtant Diſputant. Mr. Chandler did indeed ſay that 
« the Agape or Love-Feaſts uſed to be after the Sa- 


tc crament, and not before, as could be proved by 


© the Records or Teſtimony of the Fathers.” The 
Catholick Gentleman has confider'd of the Matter, 
and is ſtill of Opinion, that, at the Time, when 
St. Paul wrote his firſt Epiſtle to the Corinthians, 
theſe Repaſts did preceed the Euchariſt; and that 
the Chapter under Conſideration is a full Proof of 
that Fraknce::.: dns. 


« In this Converſation the Prieſt would have it, 


© that the Words, this do in Remembrance of me, 


« refer d 


— 


— — — — r 


(1) 


8 te feſer'd 1 to the Action of the Prieſt, and the Peer 5 
ee given to them to authorize their Conſectation of 


&« the Elements in future times; and not to the Ac 


te tion of eating and drinking \ in the Remembrance 


« of Chriſt. “ But Mr. Chandler ſhew'd kim the 


5 Words of. Confecration, as reported by St. Paul, 
1 Cor. xi. Take eat, Kc. 7 his uh as oft" as you 
. n it, in Remembrance of me. Upon reading 


te which Words the Prieſt gave it up.” " p#26. What 


3 did he give up? I believe he might ſay it was not 
very material to the Queſtion whether do this re. 
 fer'd to the Action of Conſectation, or to that of 
receiving the Euchariſt; but he never allow'd the 
: Sacrament a Pre; ws Remembrance or n 


rial. * 


Mr. Chandler a led, 4 What Body it was that 

& Chrift gave to his Diſciples, when he Imſticured 
that Ordinance Whether it was the ſame Body 
that was nailed to the Tree? and how can a 
* Body be in more Places than one at a time? p. 26. 
Ihe Catholick Gentleman, we are told, © ſug- 

« geſted That there was a Diftin&ion made by St. 
Pall, (1 Cor. xv. 44.) That there was a natural 
1. Body, and there was a ſpiritual Body; and the 


* Properties of a ſpiritual Body he did not know. 


That might be in many Places at one time for 


cc what we Know. Lid. The Gentleman did 


more than ſaggeſt, that the Apoſtle made ſuch 4 


Diſtinction. He directly VE e's 'd, that 1t was the 


Tame. Body as to the Truth and Fuba of the 


Body, though ſpiritual as to its Endowments, and 


the Manner of its Preſence, which is contrary to 
the uſual Laws of Bodies. To juſtify this Diſtinc- 
tion, he quoted St. Paul, and asked Mr. Chandler, 
Whether oor Bodies at the Reſurrection would not 


be the ſame as now, as to the Matter, though dit- 
' ferent as to their eee It 1s ſown a natu- 


ral £edy; it is raiſed a an Body. Inſtead of 
a direbt 
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' a dire& Anſwer to this Queſtion, the Proteſtant 


Champion, who underſtood his Buſineſs too well to 


give one, asked him, in a warm and overbearing 


Manner, „whether it was a natural or ſpiritual 


Body that was broken and crucified; becauſe 
 * that was the Body, he. is ſaid to give to his Diſ- 


e ciples.” p. 26. 


It the Catholick Gentleman, amazed at the Tor- 
rent of his Adverſary's Eloquence, gave no other 
Anſwer to this Queſtion than that © it was a real 
Body, id. It was becauſe he thought, ane 
till thinks that ſufficient, according to the Diſtinc- 
tion, already laid down. But, Zhis was no Anſwer 
to his 1 id. We ſee, however, that he 
, had a much better Talent at asking than anſwer- 
ing; and the next Page convinces us, that he had 
ſome Sort of Emphatical and Polite Language at his 
Command, which gave him an unenvied Superiority 
over his poor Antagoniſt. © I demand, /ays he, 
_ whether it was a natural or ſpiritual Body. (as if 
© the Catholick had talked of two different Bodies, 
| © and not the ſame Body being preſent in different 
* Manners.) I will have an Anſwer to that, pur- 
c ſued our modeſt Diſputant, for that is my 0. 
“ ſtion. Therefore do not riggle off from it, (moſt 
© elegant !) for I will pin you down to that; (beauti- 
© ful and courtly |) and here I will keep 2 you 
6“ ſhall not 55 off from it; and if you d n- 
* ſwer me you ſhall give up the Cauſe.” As the 
Beauty of theſe Expreſſions depended very much on 


UC- 


O not an- 


the Manner of the Orator's Delivery of them, I 


cannot expe& my Reader will be ſo well pleaſed 

with them, as ſome of his Audience ſeemed to be. 
Upon this, ſays our Writer, the Prieſt roſe from 
„ his Chair, and ſaid he would ſmoke his Pipe; 
e and did not ſeem willing to engage any farther.” 
N. I 8 Man ge to continue a Diſpute 
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With a Perſon, who delights in multiplying \ 
who rambles on by the half Hour, without taking 

any Notice of his Antagoniſt's Arguments or Que- 
ſtions; who, in fine, will be anſwer'd, betore he 


has made any Reply to what was asked him, and 
even after he had before had a plain Auſwer to all 


he preſſed afterwards? 


I be Author of the Narrative is pleaſed to let the 
Publick know, that © rhe Prieſts could not agree 
| | 101 5 
« vered in rhe Sacrament.” p. 27. I am ſorry 
thoſe Gentlemen were fo imprudent as to ſtart 4 


among themſelves what Body it was that wa 


Scholaſtick Queſtion about Terms (for ſach only it 


was) before the Company; but am aſſured they both 5 
meant the fame thing. © The Prieſts, continues 


he, ſeemed to ſhew more Heat againſt each other 


about what Body it was, than had been fhewn 


© before againſt their Adverfaries.” Ihid. From 
this way of ſpeaking one would imagine thoſe 


Gentlemen ſhewed, at leaſt, ſome Heat againft 


their Adverfaries. Had this worthy Author been 


an honeſt and candid Relator of Matter of Fact, he 
might have told the World that the Catholick 
Gentleman, whom he will have to be a Prieſt, pre- 
ſerved a Ccolneſs and Moderation thro' the whole, 
which the whole Company was pleaſed to obſerve 
and applaud; for which he thanks them: that, in 
the firſt Conference, he quietly ſubmitted to anſwer 
two Perſons alternately ; though he might very rea- 


fonably have objected againſt it; that, when Dr. Hunt 


made a longer Pauſe than uſual, and deſired Mr. 
Chandler to go on, declaring he would ſmoke his 


Pipe, p. 23. that Gentleman did not charge him with 


riggling et; but allowed him to quit the Field, with- 
out the leaſt Reflexion; and that he never talked of 


pinning him down, c. The Perſons preſent at rhe 
conferences are deſired to remember theſe particulars. 


I cannot 
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I catinot recollect that © one of the Prieſts faid, 
* before the whole Company, that he thought the 


© Council of Treut had expreſſed the Doctrine of 
Tranſubſtantion in too ſtrong Terms; and wiſh. 
ed they had left it more lax.” 737; 1 conms 
not be the Catholick Gentleman, who had much the 
greater Share in the Conferences; and that for two 
Reaſons. Firſt, becauſe it is own'd, p. 18. that 
he read the Doctrine ot that Council in its whole 
Extent; andſuntertook to maintain the Canon and 
Declaration, as the Faith of the Roman Church. 
Secondly, becauſe no Objection was offer'd againſt 
the Strength of the Terms then employed. To this 
I may add, that I am well aſſured feither of the 
Prieſts, as they are termed, would preſume to cen- 
ſure a Council; which they both hold to be a Ge- 
neral one; and by whoſe Deciſions they both pro- 
| fa to abide. So that, here muſt be ſome Mi- 
A 75 
n emp we are in nſorm' a, Aeg, 250 
0 appointed another Meeting to be held at the 
© me Place, upon the 20h of the ſame Month.“ 
1 February) p 27. But with what View? not chat 
of continuing the Conferences; or, at leaſt, they 
did not declare that to be their Intention. No 
Subject or Queſtion was named for a future Diſpu« 
tation. I do, indeed remember, that after the 
Diſputes were ended, Mr. Chandler was plea- 
fed to fay it could not be made appear from the 
firſt Writers of the Chriſtian Church, that the rea} 
Preſence was the Doctrine of the firſt Ages of 
| Chriſtianity. To which the Gentleman reply'd, 
he was confident it might; bur hat this Queſtion | 
could not be clear'd up without the (rreek Fathers, | 
with which he was but ſlenderly furniſhed. Mr. 
Chandler anſwer'd, that he was well provided with 


theſe Authors. Then 0 Catholick Gentleman 
Pe fartner 
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in EI Confe- 


up more Time than could be allow 
rence of that Sort, and required ſuch Aſſiſtance 
as could not every where be had but that, howe- 


ver, he was ready to enter on it at a proper Time. 


5 ; ; Mr 8 Chaudler's laſt Words. on this Occaſion, were, . = 
that © though. the Article in Debate ſhould be 


* proved from the Fathers, he would after all re- 


; 50 cur to the plain Words of Scri ture, 1. e. to his 
- own Interpretation of them. A. Diſpute of this 
kind would have been of no Uſe or Sertice toward 


the Diſcovery of Truth; and therefore the Catho- 


* 


| lick Gentleman allow'd it no farther Thou 


ment, it was one /ine die; and conſequently has no 
relation to a Meeting the following Weck. On the 


Contrary, it was declared they ſhould be very glad 
ol ſpending an Evening in a free and ſociable Man- 
ner with the Gentleman ſo often mention'd in theſe 
Papers; who, I well remember, gave nothing like a 
Promiſe of coming. The Prieſts, however, gave 
* ſome Expectation of coming.“ p. 28. What Rea- 
ſon the Company had to expect it, I have not been 
able to learn; nor do I know any Thing of the 
Excuſe pretended to be ſeat for their Abſence, in 
| which they are made to alledge © it was dange- 
e rous for them to appear in ſuch publick Com- 


. pany.” Jad. I am confident, at leaſt, that the 


Gentleman, who was. principally engaged in theſe 


Conferences, neither ſent, nor order'd to be ſent any 
5 ſuch Meſſage, Or any Meſſage Ac all. p r 


Ir js poſible, indeed, ber the Genrleman's | 
Friend, from his Manner of expreſſing himſelf at 
the Cloſe of the ſecond Conference, 77 * ſend a 

lame; but 


Meſſage of Excuſe in his and his own 
that was not known to the ſaid Gentleman, or even 


ſuſpected, 


= 


farther ght. But 
if this can, in any Senſe, be termid an Appoint- 
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ventur 
with an Invitation deliver'd by the Church Divine, 


ſuſpected, till he read the Account under Conſide- 
/ i OE TL ales Ts hs 3 Nt; 1 5 5 
But let us ſuppoſe ſome Meſſage, without enqui- 
ting from what Quarter it might come. Io this 
e Meſſage one of the Company replied, That ir 
© was a meer Excuſe; becauſe one of the Prieſts 
e ſaid before all the Company, that he could not 
c entertain a Thought of his being in the leaſt - 
Danger from any of the Gentlemen preſent ; and 
© yas perfectly eaſy. in meeting Men of ſo much 
Honour, and who had treated him with ſo much 
F Civility.” p. 28. This was certainly an obliging 
Speech; and the Gentleman, whom I have ſo often 


* 


mention'd, did indeed ſay ſomething of that kind, 


at the opening of the ſecond Conference. He 
had been engaged in the firſt, before he was aware 
of it; and his Caution of offending a mild Go ö 
vernment, under which he lives ſecure and peace- 
able, would have made him decline any * ; 
Diſcourſe in fo large a Company, at ſo critical a 
Juncture; had not it ſeem'd to him groundleſs 


m the civil Behaviour of all the Company. He 


d on a ſecond Conference, in Compliance 


in very polite and obliging Terms, and back'd by 


the unanimous Voice of all preſent, He came; 
and finding the Company much larger than before, 
thought fit to beſpeak the Favour of the whole Aſ- 
ſembly by telling them, he hoped, nay, would aſ- 


ſure himſelf, that though the Clamour againſt Po- 


pery, at that Time ran very high, the preſent Meet- 


ing would not be underſtood as form'd with a De- 
ſign of propagating Popery, or his Appearance | 
there be conſtrued into a Deſign of offending the 
_ Government. As he knew but three or four in the 
Room, it did not ſeem improper to deliver himſelf 
in this Manner; and he had the Pleaſure of being 
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